ASCENSION OF CHRIST By /anT, 21 April 2023 


The goal of this paper is to discover what the Bible says of the ascension of Jesus Christ and ask is it true that 
ecumenical churches have it as a feast day. 


| will endeavour to answer questions such as: 

1) What is the ascension of Jesus Christ? 

2) When was the ascension? 

3) Are we to commemorate the ascension as any kind of feast or ritual? 

4) Is it aRoman Catholic tradition? 
Most of all, what does the Bible say, or not say, about Christ ascending to heaven after his resurrection? Why do 
some Bible translators believe the resurrection of Christ was a phantom appearance? 


What is the ascension of Jesus Christ? 

After the resurrection which was some hours before dawn Sunday (Matt 28:1), Mary Magdalene and the other 
Mary were first to find the empty sepulchre, he is risen [28:6]. Before Christ ascended to heaven in the form of 
his resurrected body, he met Mary later that morning. “The first day of the week came Mary Magdalene early... 
unto the sepulchre, and seeth the stone taken away (Jn 20:1). Then (Jn 20:6); Then (Jn 20:8); Then (Jn 20:10); 
And when (Jn 20:14) she had spoken... Jesus saith unto her: 


Joh 20:17 ...Touch me not; for | am not yet ascended to my Father: but go to my brethren, and say unto them, | ascend unto 
my Father, and your Father; and to my God, and your God. 


From this passage we solemnly learn how holy the Lord must have been in that intermediate bodily state, such 
that Mary could not touch him, “touch me not; for | am not yet ascended” [v17]. The reasons why he could not 
be touched, as noted by commentators are many with varying opinions. Perhaps we should first clear up the 
controversy about Jesus referring to his father as his God, as if Jesus being God in the flesh needed a God. | 
agree with the manner in which Jamieson, Faucett and Brown have explained it: 


| ascend unto my Father and your Father, and to my God and your God — words of incomparable glory! Jesus had called 
God habitually His Father, and on one occasion, in His darkest moment, His God. ... Yet, note well, He says not, Our Father and 
our God. All the deepest of the Church fathers were wont to call attention to this, as expressly designed to distinguish between 
what God is to Him and to us - His Father essentially, ours not so: our God essentially, His not so: His God only in connection 


with us: our God only in connection with Him. 


Of Christ’s body John Gill says, “Not that his body was an aerial one, or a mere ‘phantom’ ”... [Gill Jn 20:17]. 
Christ was in a ‘resurrected human body’ which | attempt no further physical explanation (| know of a church 
and family that divided over that topic), suffice to say that at first Mary did not recognise Jesus as she thought 
he was the gardener [v15]. She did not see a phantom, an apparition, a theophany or glowing angel. She did not 
see a ghost or spirit, she saw a gardener, a human. Scientifically defining his supernatural substance is not worth 
the argument, but whatever form his pre ascended, resurrected body was, it ‘appeared’ fully human. 


With some hesitation, but it must be exposed, we will examine a number of Bible translators that have lead 
Christians astray with their interpretations about the resurrection body of Christ, based not on the Bible but 
upon their own personal experience with ‘bodily appearances’ of departed saints. Translator J.B. Phillips for 
example, from his book titled, ‘Ring of Truth - A Translators Testimony’, in a chapter called the “Truth of the 
Resurrection”, Phillips shares of more than one experience he had communicating with the dead. On two 
occasions he claimed he ‘communed’ with the late C.S. Lewis, a week after he died. Phillips wrote: 


The Truth of the Resurrection [page 117] 
... But the experience | want to mention here is relevant to the matter of the resurrection. 


Many of us who believe in what is technically known as the Communion of Saints, must have experienced the sense of 
nearness, for a fairly short time, of those whom we love soon after they have died. This has certainly, happened to me several 
times. But the late C. S. Lewis whom | did not know very well, and had only seen in the flesh once, but with whom | had 
corresponded a fair amount, gave me an unusual experience. A few days after his death, while | was watching 
television, he appeared” sitting in a chair within a few feet of me, and spoke a few words which were particularly relevant to the 
difficult circumstances through which | was passing. He was ruddier in complexion than ever, grinning all over his face and, 


as the old-fashioned saying has it, positively glowing with health. The interesting thing to me was that | had not been 
thinking about him at all. | was neither alarmed nor surprised nor, to satisfy the Bishop of Woolwich, did | look up to see the hole 
in the ceiling that he might have made on arrival. He was just there — “large as life and twice as natural’. 

A week later, this time when | was in bed reading before going to sleep, he appeared again, even more rosily radiant than 
before, and repeated to me the same message, which was very important to me at the time. | was a little puzzled by this, and | 


mentioned it to a certain saintly Bishop who was then living in retirement here in Dorset. His reply was, "My dear John, this 
sort of thing is happening all the time' [p117, Ring of Truth, 1967, J.B. Phillips}. 


Did you get that? Famous Bible translator of the Phillips Greek [and fwd. to Nestle text], consulted with a familiar 
spirit. Phillips called it “Communion of Saints”. The Bible calls it ‘necromancy’. It is an abomination to the Lord 
[Deut 18:11]; see also, the account of Saul seeking to commune with the deceased Samuel via the medium 
[witch], known as the woman of Endor “who hath a familiar spirit” [1 Sam 28:7-13]. So, how did that work out 
for Saul? Obviously not very well, “seeing the Lord hath departed from thee, and is become thine enemy” [v16]. 
All such ‘communion’ is by ‘lying spirits’ [See, 1 King 22:22-23; 2 Chron 18:21-22]. By scripture, we must conclude that 
J.B. Phillips has been deceived into thinking Christ’s resurrection could be modelled on his experience with the 
apparition of Lewis. From this ‘communion’, Phillips compared Christ’s resurrection, as follows: 


The reason why | mention this personal and memorable experience is that although “Jack Lewis” [nickname of C.S. Lewis] was real in 
a certain sense it did not occur to me that | should reach out and touch him. It is possible that some of the 
appearances of the risen Jesus were of this nature, being known technically as veridical visions" 
[p118, Ring of Truth, 1967, J.B. Phillips]. [Source: video by Dr Phil Stringer httes:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v-vOwsTKbL_wQ ] 


Phillips used the 1881 text of Westcott and Hort to create the Phillips and Nestle Greek translations. Can it be 
mere coincidence that Westcott and Hort also practiced ‘Communion of Saints’ and consulted the dead? 


His Church Congress papers include those delivered WESTCOTT and HORT practiced Communion of Saints 
at Nottingham in 1871, at Leeds in 1872, at Brighton mee 
in 1874, and at Leicester in 1882. Thelastofthese,on \Westcott’s own letter [left]. Most Christians when they hear the 


eems peculiarly associated é “ . 
ih beterhcrceshe "and “is published in 2 volume of term ‘Communion of Saints’ [such as in the Apostles Creed] 


ete ee The subject, too, is one so think that it means partaking in Holy Communion with other 
ver 

It was his delight tobe living saints. Of course, they do not tell us that what they really 
alone at night in the great Cathedral, for there he P P 
could meditate and pray in full sympathy with all that '€an, Was communion with the dead! They have been 


was good and great in the past. I have been with deceived into believing departed saints can come back from the 
Life & Letters of Brooks Foss Westcott dead in spirit form, as if from God 
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vt PETERBOROUGH 313 The translators of the 1881 Greek text, that most modern Bible 


him there on a moonlight evening when the vast 


building was haunted with strange lights and shades, 
and the ticking of the great clock sounded like some 


iant’s footsteps in the deep silence. Then he had 
alvays abundane company. Once a daughter in Inter 


years met him returning from one of his customary 
meditations in the solitary darkness of the chapel at 


Auckland Castle, and she said to him, Hen itu 
soepceabatees “Qh no,” he said, “it is full”; an 


as he spoke face shone with one of his beautiful 
smiles, 


translations are based upon, also believed in ‘Communion of 
Saints’. John Fenton Anthony Hort and Brooke Foss Westcott 
admit this in their private letters (published by their sons, both named 
Arthur). They spoke often with the dead late at night in dimly lit 
chapels, saying of the empty dark night Cathedral that ‘it is full’. 
See excerpt left [Westcott, Life and letters, p 313]. Read it 
carefully, our translators are occultists. NB: True text is Textus Receptus. 


Did you get that? Westcott had an extraordinary power of communing with the dead. To his delight, alone at 


night the building became haunted with strange lights and shades, as he had “abundant company” [p313]. 
Westcott said, “It was a delight to be ALONE at night in the great Cathedral”, yet “it is full”. In reality there were 
demons everywhere masquerading as good and great saints from the past, “meditate and pray in full sympathy 
with all that was good and great in the PAST” [p312]. When the demons arrived, “Then he always had 
ABUNDANT COMPANY” [313]. It was not saints from the past, it was emissaries of Satan masquerading [2 Cor 
11:13-15]. In other letters [of 4 volumes] space does not here permit, they boast of ‘turning tables’ at seances, 
which is a term for levitating tables and having them turn in a way that communicates what the spirits want to 
say. The ecumenical J.B. Phillips ‘communion’ experience with C.S. Lewis was Satan in disguise ‘and no marvel for 
Satan himself is transformed into an angel of light” [2 Cor 11:13-15]. So too Wescott and Hort, even Wikipedia says: 


Table-turning (also known as table-tapping, table-tipping or table-tilting) is a type of séance in which participants sit around a 
table, place their hands on it, and wait for rotations. The table was purportedly made to serve as a means of communicating 
with the spirits; the alphabet would be slowly spoken aloud and the table would tilt at the appropriate letter... 


Ok, what does this have to do with Ascension day? It is the association of Roman Catholic holidays and 
ecumenical religions that is the focus. Christianity today says, “it is one of the ecumenical feasts of Christian 
churches” “““: Show me an ecumenical church and | will show you a Bible version based on these translators. 


] BELIEVE IN GOD, THE FATHER ALMIGHTY, 
CREATOR OF HEAVEN AND EARTH, 

AND IN JESUS CHRIST, HIS ONLY SON, OUR LORD, 
WHO WAS CONCEIVED BY THE HOLY SPIRIT, 
BORN OF THE VIRGIN MARY, SUFFERED 
UNDER PONTIUS PILATE, WAS CRUCIFIED, 


DIED AND WAS BURIED; HE DESCENDED INTO HELL; | 


ON THE THIRD DAY HE ROSE AGAIN FROM THE DEAD; 
HE ASCENDED INTO HEAVEN, AND IS SEATED 


AT THE RIGHT HAND OF GOD 
THE FATHER ALMIGHTY; 
FROM THERE HE WILL COME TO JUDGE 
THE LIVING AND THE DEAD. 


I BELIEVE IN THE HOLY SPIRIT, 
THE HOLY CATHOLIC CHURCH 
THE 
THE FORGIVENESS OF SINS, 
THE RESURRECTION OF THE BODY, 
AND LIFE EVERLASTING. 


We have considered what Phillips termed ‘veridical visions’ of 
Christ’s resurrection, a theology he based on the occult 
practice of ‘Communion of Saints’, [p117]. Suffice to say, 
when any sincere Christian believer is asked to recite the 
Apostles Creed, “We believe in the Holy Catholic Church, The 
COMMUNION OF SAINTS”, he may wish to examine what 
that really means to Bishops, translators and high ecclesiastic 
authorities who adhere to the Catholic Catechism. Do you 
really believe in Communion of Saints as the translators did? 
According to Phillips, his retired Bishop of Dorsett said, “This 
sort of thing is happening all the time” [117]. 


Signs of an ecumenical church are those that celebrate 
Ascension Day, Lent, Maundy Thursday, etc. Such churches 
call Christ’s Crucifixion ‘Easter’, the Bible calls it Passover 43 
times in the Bible [Gk. pascha, Heb. pesach]. Ecumenical 
churches celebrate with pagan symbols of fertility rabbits, 
orphic eggs and hot cross buns [a Babylonian tradition of cakes to 


ie the queen of heaven, Jer 7:18, 44:19]. Ecumenical churches teach 


Christ’s resurrection as Friday [News flash, count three days & nights 
BACK from Matt 28:1, Lk 24:1, Jn 20:1 KJV, you do not get Friday]... 


Many ecumenical churches read the Apostles Creed which asks the unwary to give allegiance to the Holy 
Catholic Church, and Communion of Saints? Enter the Catholic Catechism to define it for us, see page 5. NB: The 
fact that the Apostles Creed is in the Catholic Catechism defines ‘catholic’ not merely as ‘universal’, but ‘Roman 
Catholic’ by association. A reason | have sidetracked to ecumenism, as shocking and unacceptable as it will be to 
some closed minds, is to appeal to the reader to trust the true Bible, whether it be on Christ’s ascension or 
otherwise. Almost all ecumenical churches use translations based on the Westcott and Hort Greek text. 


Psalms 11:3 If the foundations be destroyed, what can the righteous do? 


The ‘ascension’ of Christ occurred 40 days after Christ’s resurrection which agrees with Acts 1:2-3, “Until the day 
which he was taken up [2]... being seen of them forty days [3]”. So, we agree the Catholic church got the 40 days right, but 
like clickbait to attract internet attention, Ascension Day is a drawcard to entice the unwary to ecumenism. 


418 FENTON JOHN ANTHONY HORT Vol2 cnap. x 
To tHE BisHop or DURHAM 
CAMBRIDGE, J/ay 19th, 1890. 
My dear Westcott—How shall I thank you for the li 
parcel! which has come from Auckland inscribed with 
It will be cherished as a visible message always 
speaking in the present. The past of which it speaks is 
precious for its own sake, but yet more for the days to come.— 
Ever affectionately yours, F. J. A. Horr. 


Ascension Day has long been in use by Anglican clergymen. 
Examples from early as 1850 can be found in the Letters of Hort, 
where he used ‘ascension day’ as a reference to date letters: “To 
the Rev. Gerald Blunt, Cambridge, Ascension Day, May 12", 1850 [Life and 
Letters of FJA Hort, Vol 1. p148]; ...and in another letter to Rev. John Ellerton in 
1876 [Vol2, p212], and again, [Vol 2. P418], & 1890, see insert, left: 


Westcott and Hort did not discuss the actual doctrine of Ascension Day in their letters [2 vol. each], however, it 
appears that it was an annual event worthy of noting on their letter heads to more eloquently define the date of 
writing, some fondness associated with the day is evident, “.../t will be cherished...” [Hort, 19/5/1890]. Was it a 
holiday in England as in France & Germany, that school children love? | do not know, though that would explain 
fondness for the day. Like the military history of young Australians enrolling for WW2, a paid religious holiday 
was great influence on ones’ ‘faith’: 
At army enlistment, lads were asked their religion. Most said ‘none sir’. An enlisting officer would ask a prospective soldier if he 
did not mind working KP duty on religious holidays; Good Friday, Easter Monday and Christmas, suggesting that if he 
confessed his religion as Church of England, he would get paid holidays. At that attractive bribe, most became ‘nominal’ 
believers, swelling the church of England’s membership exponentially. You don’t have to be a believer to celebrate feast days. 


Wikipedia says Ascension Day, “... is one of the ecumenical feasts shared by the Christian churches”. Ecumenical 
is the problem, from oikomenikos, meaning of the whole world. The grave error of the Roman Catholic church is 


taking ecumenical to mean all religions of the world, not just all Christian denominations [Jn 14:6]. Like the 
World Council of Churches, ecumenical refers to all the religions and other faiths of the world. Ecumenism is a 
false unity of unbiblical faiths, all working toward a one world religion and a New World Order [tribulation, Mt 
24:15-21; Dan 9:27]. Most Anglicans are not aware of this, but Westcott and Hort were more ecumenical than 
they were protestant or evangelical. They were closet Roman Catholics at best, as their letters reveal: 


“| wish | could see to what forgotten truth Mariolatry [the worship of the Virgin Mary] bears witness”. (Westcott, Ibid.) “The pure 
Romanish view seems to be nearer, and more likely to lead to the truth than the Evangelical”. (Hort, Life, Vol. |, p. 77) 


1847 Jan., 2nd Sunday after Epiphany - Westcott: "After leaving the monastery we shaped our course to a little oratory...It is 
very small, with one kneeling-place; and behind a screen was a Pieta the size of life (i.e. a Virgin and dead Christ)...| could 
not help thinking on the grandeur of the Romish Church, on her zeal even in error, on her earnestness and self devotion, 
which we might, with nobler views and a purer end, strive to imitate. Had | been alone | could have knelt there for hours." 
(Life, Vol.l, p.81). 


A point | am attempting to make is churches that celebrate Ascension, are preponderantly of Roman Catholic 
persuasion. Subconsciously, it is like erecting a sign in the street that says “Welcome! We are ecumenical and do 
things the Roman Catholic way”. Anglicans are big promoters of Lent, Ascension, Apostles Creed, etc., as are other 
ecumenical churches like Orthodox, some Methodist and Baptist, Episcopalian, some Churches of Christ, et. ai.. 


HOLY COMMUNION and the EUCHARIST 

Ecumenical churches call holy communion “the Eucharist”. The etymology of eucahristas seems pure enough 
from Greek meaning thanksgiving, but like ‘Communion of Saints’, what does it mean in the minds of the 
highest ecclesiastics? What protestant churches call Holy Communion, the Catholic Church call The Eucharist. 
You would be forgiven for thinking Holy Communion and the Eucharist are one and the same thing, they are not. 
We assume both are the sacrament of breaking bread and drinking from the cup to remember what Christ did 
for us on the cross. But as we learned from the translators ‘Communion of Saints’ meant something else to 
them [communing with the dead], so too, is the meaning of the Eucharist related to Communion with the dead. 
Unless “The Catechism of the Catholic Church” said it, no one would believe. This is shocking. 


"In the Eucharist, the Church expresses her efficacious communion with the departed..." Pg. 420 #1689 


Some of you thought Communion of Saints in the Apostles Creed was just ecumenical coincidence, didn’t you? 
“,,.the Holy Catholic Church, the Communion of Saints”. The word Catholic is supposed to mean universal but 
the fact that it’s etymology is of Medieval Latin Btes:/Awmw.etvmonline.com/word/Catholic | | atin being the language of Rome, 
it really means ‘Roman Catholic’, not merely universal church. Still not convinced about the Eucharist and 
COMMUNION being in the context of the dead, establish every matter by two witnesses, the Catechism again: 


"The Eucharistic sacrifice is also offered for the faithful departed who ‘have died in Christ but are not yet wholly purified, so 
that they may be able to enter into the light and peace of Christ." Pg. 345, #1371 


"Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the world, 
and not after Christ." Colossians 2:8 


Ecumenical Communion does not just mean breaking bread and taking the cup with those Christians who have 
died to sin, as in born again spiritually, i.e., died in Christ. No, they spell it out for you, they mean sacrifice for 
“THE DEPARTED” [the dead]. Wake up peeps, are you sure you want to partake in feasts that align with 
ECUMENISM? There is no Biblical authority whatsoever for a ‘eucharistic sacrifice for the dead’. The Bible 
declares that after death, everyone faces God for judgment. There are no more chances: 


Hebrews 9:27 And as it is appointed unto men once to die, but after this the judgment: 


CATECHISM #1032 
1032 This teaching is also based on the practice of prayer for the dead, already mentioned in Sacred Scripture: "Therefore 
Judas Maccabeus] made atonement for the dead, that they might be delivered from their sin."[607] From the beginning the 


Church has honored the memory of the dead and offered prayers in suffrage for them, above all the Eucharistic 
sacrifice, so that, thus purified, they may attain the beatific vision of God.[608] The Church also commends almsgiving, 
indulgences, and works of penance undertaken on behalf of the dead: Let us help and commemorate them. If Job's sons were 


purified by their father's sacrifice, why would we doubt that our offerings for the dead bring them some consolation? Let us not 
hesitate to help those who have died and to offer our prayers for them.[609] 


Dear reader, are you starting to see what Holy Communion, Communion of Saints, and the Eucharist mean? 
Westcott and Hort, the two famous Anglican bishops, perhaps did more to further the ECUMENCAL cause than 
any other influence since 1881. They admitted in their letters their fondness of “Communion of Saints”, to 
commune with the dead was their thing, and fondness of the Roman Catholic church. Therefore, it should not 
surprise us that Roman Catholic doctrine by the authority of the “Catechism of the Catholic Church”, teaches 
that “Communion of Saints” is an official doctrine that specifically means eucharistic communion with the dead: 


#1055 By virtue of the "communion of saints," the Church commends the dead to God's mercy and offers her 
prayers, especially the holy sacrifice of the Eucharist, on their behalf. [Catechism] 


In true churches, Christ was offered ONCE, as a sacrifice for all: 
e Heb _7:27 Who needeth not daily, as those high priests, to offer up sacrifice, first for his own sins, and then for the 
people's: for this he did once, when he offered up himself. 
e Heb 10:10 ... we are sanctified through the offering of the body of Jesus Christ once for all. 


In ecumenical churches, the sacrifice of Christ was not sufficient, so they use the Eucharist as a further sacrifice: 
#1365 Because it is the memorial of Christ's Passover, the Eucharist is also a sacrifice. 


Catechism of the Catholic Church - #946: 
COMMUNION OF SAINTS + APOSTLES CREED 


na Paragraph 5. The Communion of Saint Article #946 


946 After confessing ‘the holy catholic Church’ the Apostles’ 1) 
(REET adds ‘the communion of saints’. Ina certain sense thisarticle 2) © Communion of Saints [#946] ne 


is. a further explanation of the preceding: ‘What is the Church if 3) — Church Communion [#958] = 
not the assembly of all the saints?’*”’ The communion Of ints ik 82; 
Get it? There can be no doubt that where the 
Latin text copyright © Libreria Fdrice Vaticana. Citti del Varian Catechism of the Catholic Church Apostles’ Creed refers to “Communion of Saints’, it 
: ISBN: 0-960-12366-9 also means “Communion with the DEAD”. See 
Aaonsacbisaiposh Catechical explanation below on articles #960 + #958: 


English trase hie United 
copyright © 1904, topo, Geoftre hapman — 1 
Design ard typography © Geotirey Chapman, a Cas: 


Catechism of the Catholic Church 

9 Been my eee to full consciousness of this com- COMMUNION WITH THE DEAD: #958 + #960 

sees neu anise, ult CASS ARRSHR Article #946 above, clearly stated that ‘Communion 
. of Saints’ in the context of the APOSTLES’ CREED 

€ thought to pray for the means the CHURCH®o™" Catholic [Living & dead]. 


their sins” she offers her suf- 103 


Of the Christian 


religion, has honoured with 


and “because it is a holy and a wholes 


dead that they may be loosed fro 
4s 


trages tor them Our praytt tor them ts capable not only of 1689 


-helping them, but also ofsrfaking their intercesion for us.eflective, Article #960 as footnoted by #958 clearly states the 

ae CHURCH is a “Communion of Saints” and that has 
96 Pa hiaiars eau af rales thes ecooesiton relent het ta tke direct connection to Communion with the Dead 
‘holy things’ (‘sancta’), above ail the Eucharist, by which ‘the unity of which is the title of article #958. 


believers, who form one body in Christ, is both represented and brought 


about’ (LG 4) 
NB: The Catechism can be borrowed for 1 
Catechism of the Catholic Church - p219 hour on www.archive.org. 


The Catechism of the '®°™"ICatholic Church, like the Apostles’ Creed, 
consists mostly of true doctrines. This is deception at its finest! 


Only one sentence in the Apostles’ Creed is corrupt, being ‘Communion of Saints’, 
Purtieve in 7H GEC SRT x but even so, we would never suspect that to mean ‘communion with the dead’ 
THE HOLY CATHOLIC CHURCH, unless we defined it by the Catholic Catechism. Yet, that is exactly what it means. 
oe SORAIVENESS OF SEE? aE The Catechism said so, not me. The Apostles’ Creed is Roman Catholic. 
THE RESURRECTION OF THE BODY, } 
sebectiaa cage Given the Catechism [ISBN: 0-860-12366-9] is an 822 page document which for the large 
: ! part quotes the Bible accurately, the unwary are led to believe it more truthful than 
the truth itself. And this is the point of the feasts, they are deception dressed in 
Biblical statements to give the ‘appearance’ of truth. 


The doctrine of the ascension is certainly Biblical. Christ was crucified 3 days and 3 nights [Mt12:40] before he 
rose some hours before dawn Sunday [Mt 28:1 KJV]. Forty days later [Acts 1:3] he ascended on high: 
Acts 1:9-11 And when he had spoken these things, while they beheld, he was taken up; and a cloud received him out of their 
sight. (10) And while they looked stedfastly toward heaven as he went up, behold, two men stood by them in white apparel; 
(11) Which also said, Ye men of Galilee, why stand ye gazing up into heaven? this same Jesus, which is taken up from you into 
heaven, shall so come in like manner as ye have seen him go into heaven. 


Dear believer! The ascension is one of Christ’s great miracles! It is certainly Biblical, however, where in scripture 
does it say we should celebrate it any more than we should commemorate the Red Sea Crossing? If anything, 
why not celebrate the seven feasts of Israel of which the first four are closely related to the time between 
passover and Pentecost and one points to the rapture? If Catholics want to esteem a day, let them, as long as 
they do so unto the Lord. If protestants and evangelicals want to esteem every day alike, let them, as long as 
they do so unto the Lord. The doctrine of esteeming days could not be made clearer by the apostle Paul: 


Romans 14:5-6 One man esteemeth one day above another: another esteemeth every day alike. Let every man be fully 
persuaded in his own mind. (6) He that regardeth the day, regardeth it unto the Lord; and he that regardeth not the day, to 
the Lord he doth not regard it. 


Of the seven feasts of Israel, none are related to the ascension. Not Passover, not Unleavened bread, First fruits 
or Pentecost, none. Why single out Ascension, Lent etc. as the Roman Catholics have? Do you think by joining in 
false unity with their feasts you will have happy fellowship, yet not become ensnared in their doctrines? Have 
you read their catechism dear believer? Do you believe in praying for the dead? Is the eucharist truly a sacrifice 
for the dead. Catechism removed 2"? Command! Do you believe, “...we might become God”? [#460] 


#460 ... so that man, 


of God."’9 "For the Son of God became man so that 
wanting to make us sharers in his divinity, assumed our nature, 


with the Word and thus receiving divine sonship, might become a son 
'80 "The only-begotten Son of God, 


Psalm 82:6 says, ‘ye are gods’, ‘but ye shall die like men, and fall...’ [v7]. This was the serpents lie [Gen 3:5]. 


Do you yet see what sort of COMMUNION this is? They mean with the living and dead, with the vicarious Pope 
as God on earth... ‘we might become God’ [#460]. How odd is it that those most fond of “Ascension Day”, 
Anglicans, Ecumenicals, etc., the likes of Westcott and Hort such as to mark the day upon their mail with 
cherished fondness, it is they who deny Christ’s miracles. Consider Westcott, claiming he never read of a miracle. 


Aug. 11th - Westcott: "I never read an account of a miracle [in Scripture?] but | seem instinctively to feel its improbability, and 
discover some want of evidence in the account of it." (Life, Westcott, Vol.|, p.52). 


Christians are not told translators Westcott and Hort were members of dark secret societies. Intellects, sure, but 
there is not much in the Bible they literally believed: rejecting hell, Christ’s atonement, Eden was not literal, avid 
Darwinists, they held seances. They set up the Ghostly Guild to investigate ‘ghosts’ which led them into dark 
deception such as ‘Communion of Saints’. It is the ilk of such men who profess fondness of the Roman church 
from whence we get the feast of Ascension, an ecumenical ritual. Westcott and Hort were very fond of the 
Roman church, of its rituals, feasts, special days, of it’s statutes and it’s statues; and of a truth, Communion of 
[dead] Saints. Well of course they said the Apostles Creed, giving allegiance to the ‘Holy Catholic Church’ and 
confessing belief in Communion of [dead] Saints. No surprise, they approved of Mary worship too. 


Oct. 17th - Hort: "| have been persuaded for many years that Mary-worship and "Jesus"-worship have very much in common in 
their causes and their results." (Life, Vol.II, p.50). 1890 


We have already discussed what Ascension was and when it occurred. It can be studied further in the 
theological context of Christ being seated at the right hand of the Father, but that is not our purpose here. Got 
Questions website and others cover that adequately: Ptes:/Avww.gotquestions.org/Ascension-Day. html 

Recommended reading, Feasts that point to Christ, by Wycliffe.org: Mtes/Awww.wvcliffe.org/feast/7-feasts-that-point-to-christ 


Perhaps noteworthy, ecumenical religions also make mention of the ten-days after ascension which they say: 
“Ascensiontide refers to the ten-day period between the Feast of the Ascension and the Feast of Pentecost.” [Wikipedia]. 


Should any devout believer, strong in the word and faith of our wonderful Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ, find any 
specific injunction in the Bible that instructs believers to mark occasions on their calendar such as Lent, 
Ascension, Maundy Thursday, Ascensiontide, let alone fast the 40-day periods, please inform this author where 
that Bible verse exists. Where are these rituals and traditions in the Bible? Where is Communion with the Dead? 
[Catechism #946, 958, 960]. Are we told to celebrate Ascension? No! Are we told not to celebrate Ascension, Lent, 
et al? No! The question begs, why do so when seven other Biblical feasts could be held? 


Mark 7:13 Making the word of God of none effect through your tradition...: and many such like things do ye. 


IN SUMMARY: Dear friends, such traditions weary the body of Christ and the Catholic version of them is only 
paganism dressed as Christianity in any case. Traditions as Lent and Ascension are held 40 days either side of 
Passover [falsely called Easter, the term of pagan origin] are nothing but methods of earning salvation by works, where 
their eucharist becomes the sacrifice added to Christs propitiation [#1365 Vs - Rev 22:18-19]. Has it dawned upon 
the masses that during these celebrations, carparks of churches are well attended. That can be a good thing, as 
long as you do it voluntary and not by command, not from guilt or allegiance to your church under onerous 
mandates of religious leaders. Seeking religious church acceptance is not what the Bible calls for, “to obey is 
better than sacrifice” [1 Sam 15:22]. Obey God, not church. 


Mark 7:8 For laying aside the commandment of God, ye hold the tradition of men, as the washing of pots and cups: and many 
other such like things ye do. 


QUESTION: Could it be that these ‘traditions’ have been invented for the purpose of warming pews? Most 
churches today are little more than financial corporations, Christian social clubs; the more warm pews there be, 
the more the offering plate goes around boosting the coffers to keep the club financially viable. Think about it? 
Many devoted Christians are sincerely seeking to please the Lord, let that believer be fully persuaded in their 
own mind that what they are doing is for the Lord. One must ask if Roman Catholic motivation [the source of such 
rituals], is not driven by financial incentive? The richest organisation on the planet [See Vatican Billions by Avro 
Manhattan], how did they get such wealth? A false religion, did they get all that gold and grandeur by humble 
obedience to the Lord Jesus Christ? Did they get it by blessings from answered prayers by their mediator, Mary? 
| should think not as there is only one mediator in heaven, Jesus, not Mary. Comediatrix is Mariolatry 


1Ti 2:5 For there is one God, and one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus 


Have you noticed how churches that promote such rituals are the same churches that promote corrupt Bible 

translations by Westcott and Hort [Quick test, Mt 17:21 is missing]? Protestant, evangelical and ecumenical church 
pulpits are riddled with translations based upon the W_H 1881, text. Yet these feast loving translators did not 
even believe the manuscripts they translated from were divinely inspired, or their own Greek text: 


e = "| reject the word infallibility of Holy Scriptures overwhelmingly." (Westcott, Life and Letters, Vol. |, p.207). 
e "Our Bible as well as our Faith is a mere compromise." (Westcott, On the Canon of the New Testament, p.vii). 


e "Evangelicals seem to me perverted. . There are, | fear, still more serious differences between us on the subject of 
authority, especially the authority of the Bible." (Hort, The Life and Letters of Fenton John Anthony Hort, Vol. |, p.400) 


The two Anglican translators really hated the Textus Receptus texts that the 1611 King James Bible is based 
upon. Hort said, “Think of that vile Textus Receptus... “ [Life, Hort, V1, p211]. Are Christians aware that the main manuscript 
Westcott and Hort used was called “Vaticanus B”? Vatican, get it? My premise is, show me a church that 
promotes Roman Catholic feast days and | will show you a church filled with Vaticanus contaminated Bibles. 
Does it not make spiritual sense that churches influenced by Vatican feast days are those influenced by Vatican 
texts? Nearly all translations today are based upon the W-H 1881 Greek text [the Vatican ms being the underlying 
authority]. Jesus said my words are spirit [Jn 6:63]. What spirit is your Bible? Find these verses in your Bible: Mat 
17:21, Mat 18:11, Mat 23:14, Mar 7:16, Mar 9:44, Mar 9:46, Mar 11:26, Mar 15:28, Luk 17:36, Luk 23:17, Joh 5:4, Act 8:37, Act 15:34, Act 
24:7, Act 28:29, Rom 16:24: If any are missing, you have another 6000 ‘little foxes’ to sort out that you do not even 
know exist. The feast is not the issue. Association with false foundations is the problem [Ps 11:3]. 


Is ascension Biblical? Certainly! Is it a command to mark as a feast? No! What then is the danger? In my opinion 
there is nothing wrong with studying the ascension of Christ, but your consent to partake in a Roman Catholic 
feast is a subtle form of giving tacit consent to a false religion. “And | heard another voice from heaven, saying, Come out of 
her, my people, that ye be not partakers of her sins, and that ye receive not of her plagues” [Rev18:4]. Peace be with you! 


